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Novenber 21, 1991

Associate Admnistrator for Pipeline Safety

Dockets uUnit, Room 2417
Research and Special Prograns Adm nistration

U S. Departnent of Transportation
400 Seventh Street, S W
Washi ngton, D.C 20590

Comments on Notice of Proposed Rul emaki ng (NPRM)

Subj ect :
Research and Special Programs Adm nistration (RSPA)
Gathering Line Definition (Docket No. PS-122, Notice 1)
Dear Sirs:
Enogex Inc., an intrastate natural gas pipeline conpany
Gkl ahoma, desires to comment on

headquartered in Cklahoma City, _
the subject notice of proposed rul enaking,

A whol | y-owned subsidiary of Cklahoma Gas and Electric Conpany,
Enogex Inc. is ranked 31st in the nation in mles of natural gas
pipelines in operation - with 980 mles of currently classified
transm ssion lines and 2,021 mles of gathering lines, all within
the state of Cklahoma. Enogex Products Corporation, a subsidiary
of Enogex Inc., currently owns and operates six natural gas

processing plants in Okl ahona.

as specified bel ow

Wth regard to the subject notice, Enogex agrees with the concept

to tie the primary definition for gathering |ine end-point to the
inlet of the first processing glant. However, we feel a clear
| ant needs to be included in the

definition of Gas Processing
Definitions of 192.3.

Wien this definition does not apply (i.e., there
plant), we think the notice needs nore clarification,

there is no processing
as follows:
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CC:

1. In the second alternative to gathering |ine end-point
determnation, D.OT. presunably does not intend the "point
where custody of gas is transferred" to be at the well head,
as this would render all pipelines to be transm ssion |ines.
W recomend clarification by re-stating as follows - "first
poi nt where custody of gas is transferred downstream of the
production facility", which would infer the transfer of the

gas to anothec pipeline or end-user downstream from the
wellhead.

2 The third alternative, "...the last point downstream
where gas produced in the sane production field or two
adj acent production fields is comm ngled", causes Enogex the
nost concern because of the possibility of broad interpreta-
tion of the terns "production field" and "conm ngled". The
term "commngling®™ is anbiguous and could result in
approxi mately 400 mles of Enogex gathering lines being
reclassified to transm ssion |ines, depending on where

"the last point where commingling occurs"” is interpreted by
regul atory personnel. This reclassification, if warranted,

would result in an increase of approximtely $16,000 in our
state and federal pipeline safety assessments, not to mnention

possible increased associated costs of operation and
mai nt enance.

Finally, we would reconmend that any pipelines reclassified
as a result of this rul emaking be "grandfathered" (as of the
date the final rule is 1ssued) from D.0.T's design

construction, and testing requirenments in 49 CFR Part 192,
thus rendering the reclassified lines subject only to the
operating and maintenance requirenents.

Enogex appreciates the opportunity to express out concerns
regarding this proposed rul emaking. W would be willing to
di scuss or elaborate further on these 1ssues at your
conveni ence. Thank you for your consideration.

Yours very truly,

WDmett By sty

Donal d E. MCoy _
Director, Corporate Services

Al an Stacy
Charlie MNoore
John Morozuk
Pat Ashby



